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MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 


P riod for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory mhimum of thirty (30) days will be oonsktefed timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (Q MONTHS fiom the mailing date of this communication. 
' Faiture to reply within the set or extended period for reply v^'ll, by statute, cause the application to t)ecome ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after tfie nriailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 


Status 

^^^Responsive to communication(s) filed on 


' □ This action is RNAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the. merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ek parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 


Disposition of daims 

Xlaim(s): 


^Cl 


Of the above claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) ^ — 

Claim(s) 


Is/are pending In the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 


^^J!^laim(s) 
□ Claim(s) 


Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 


is/are allowed. 
Is/are rejected. 
Is/are objected to. 

. are subject to restriction or election 
raqulnement 


is □ approved □ disapproved. 


is/are objected to by the Examiner 


□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (a)-Kd). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been receh/ed. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. — 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
Certified copies not received: : 


Atta hment(8) . 

ih^omiation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper NQ(s). ^^t 


□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited, FTO-S92 
□. Notice of Draftsperson's Pat nt Drawing R view, PTO-948 


□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Infomnal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Ottier 
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1. The request for continued examination (RCE) filed on April 3, 2003 for continued 
Examination of application 10/015,045 per 37 CFR 1.1 14 is acceptable and an RCE has been 
established. An action on the RCE follows. 

2. The amendment filed Feb, 21, 2003 has been entered. 

3. Claims 11, 14, 19-20, 23 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Voldman et al US 5,559,051. 

Note col. 2, lines 28-43 and Figs. 1. Use of both multiple rows and columns is clearly 
disclosed. 

Re claim 14 herein note claim 7 of Voldman et al. 

re claim 26 Voldman et al discloses the use of conventional techniques and lapping is a 
form of milling. 

4. Claims 12-13, 15-16, 18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Voldman et al US 5,559,05 1 in view of Smith, Jr. US 6, 1 12,401 . 

Voldman et al does not specifically set forth the use of rails, the particular dimensions 
claimed or that the transducers could be piezoelectric transducers. However, such would have 
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been an obvious expedient to have been produced with a manufactured glide head array similar to 
that of Voldman et al since such features are known to be useful in similar glider/slide head 
systems as evidenced by Smith, Jr. especially in col. 3, lines 49-67; col. 4, lines 41-43; col. 7, lines 
1-30 and col 1 1, lines 5-18 therein and thus in corporation thereinto would have been obvious in 
view of the known utilities of such features. 

5. Claims 12-13, 15-16, 18 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Voldman et al US 5,559,051 in view of Aylwin et al US 5,452,166. 

Alywin et al is applied analogously to Smith, Jr. in the previous rejection. Note especially 
col. 6, line 44-col. 8, line 7 in Aylwin et al. 

6. Claims 17, 22 and 24-25 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 11-16, 18-21, 23 and 26 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicants arguments against Voldman et al were not against it being used as a primary 
reference as now applied. Applicants' arguments against Smith, Jr. and Aylwin et al were not 
directed to their use as secondary references as now applied. 


8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tom Noland whose telephone number is (703) 305-4765. The examiner can 
normally be reached on weekdays from 9:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Mr. Hezron E. Williams, can be reached on (703) 305-4705. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703) 308-7722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 

Thomas P. Noland 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2856 



T NOLAND/pj 
07/01/03 


